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Mr. 


(THE COMMISSION CONVENED AT 1000 HOURS.) 
COMMISSION proceed, 
) GESTAPO, 


matter, I would like to take up the 


=e) u LIS 


DR. MERKEL: ie firs 


D ie + 


French indictment age the Gestapo, by that I mean the completion 


and verification of the stetements of the Witness, Dr. Knochen, 


I have here a sworn testimony by Dr. Laube, who wes with the military 


administretion with the chief of the SD and Security Police in rence in 


the position of a war administration councilman or Kregsverwaltungsvat. 


This Document concerns itself mostly with the treatment of Jews in France, 


I do not went to present the entire document, but merely some excerpts. 


"From my activities with the militery administratior in 


o 


France anà with the commander of the Secutity Police and the SD in 


I know that the Jewish questions in France were taken care of by a 


group, which since 1940 were under the dire tion of Dannecker. This com- 


menéo was negotiated with the German offices always directly. 


It was formerly part of the coumander in chief of the Security Police, 


but its activities had no actual connections wit! the work of the various 


offices of the commander of the Security Police. It is also very evident 
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thet neither Dannecker nor one of his representatives of 
part in the regular official discussions of tre Commander of 
Police." 


Now we can skip a few lines anë here I quote again. 


LT, COMMANDER HARRIS: I understood that the 


here was that the Defense Counsel woul not read into 


h were varticular favoreble to 


summary of tre contents 1 affidavit or 


the purpose of affording a descrit 


be submitted to the Tribunal as evidence, 


DR. MER I agree, of course. I was not quite cle 


Since the entire Document is not to be trenslated 


maybe certain specific passages would be translated end then 


to the Tribunal, however, we can do it this way. 


COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; Would you consider as a summary 
are penciled? 


MR. MONNERAYs 


I do not think this is a summary, 


is 


it 
of the Document. 


DR. MERKEL: These summaries we have here are re 


this 


procedure to 


the record 


ther short. 


A 0 


H1045 - 00 


group took 


the Security 


be adovted 


sections 


the defense, 


ar about 


I thought 


handed over 


the parts that 


only excerpts 


Since 


I was only informed yesterday of the manner in which this Commission is 


working, in addition to these excerpts, I will 


LT, COMMANDER HARRIS; 


the defense counsel cen reguest, in the event of = 
, 


have to meake a 


few adcitional 


I also understand in certain instances that 


erticularly important 





NN 


Com. A. 
Take l-Pg. Se 
Meehan 
9 July 1946 
Affidavits. 
good affidavit a full transcript can be ordered an perhaps this 
one of those affidavits. 
DR. MERKEL: Is there any possibility to have just parts of a 
sworn affidavit translated? 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; Under this ù ed I take it that 
the defense would be entitled to have a part 
woulé it not? 
I am not quite clear, I have some Documents, 


which I will ask to have tre ited in eir entirety end other Documents 


which have some less rel in and in that case I would just like 


ù 


to have exkr@æ@pts of the Documents. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Is there any objection of stat 
whether it is relevant? My ding of yesterdey is that ev 
went into the transcript,is that correct? 

DR. MERKEL; I am not sure, I was not here atl of the time. 

MR. MONNERAY: It is up to the prosecution to check the parts, 
which have not been read by the defense counsel. Perhaps it is right to 
read only parts and then the prosecution can check the other parts of the 
same document, but that is only possible > prosecution can read the 
German. The other thing is if the Document is too long and it would be 
very difficult for us to check up on the entire Document. 

DR. MERKEL; What do you say is a long Document. Would you sey 
this is a long Document by Dr. Laube? 


MR. MONNERAK; Perhaps it would be possible for the Defense 
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Counsel to give us certein parts of the Document or read certain parts 
as supplimental information. 

DR. MERKEL: This is Gestapo Document No. 1 - Dr. Laube - 
June 8, 1946. I want to prove through this Document the following points. 


The Jewish question, especially the execution and deportation of Jews from 


iy 
France were carried out by the special group under the direction of Dannecker. 
The croup or commando received no directions, orders or directives from the com- 
manger of the y Police and t oulé not give any directives to the 
Commander of the Security Police. 

(2) The Jewish camps were instelled by the French Government. 
The Sipo members did not participate in the Jewish transports in France., 
The following kinds of camps were aveilabl n France: Civilian Internment 
Cemps for civilian prisoners; Police Interment Camps and Army Pre er 
Camps. I want to adé@é that all three camps were under the administr-tion 


of the Commander of the Army. Theat is a short summery of this one affidavit. 


MR. MONNERAY: I object to this affidavit for several reasons: 


AVLA . 
(1) This affidavit is entirely cule tive, ag ea matter of fect the question 


regaréing the Sipo in France has been very lengthly discussed during the 
@irect examination and the cross examination of Dr. Knochen., 

the seme 2s to the transportation anà deportation of Jewin France on 

which the @efense counsel of the Sipo and SD have examined and the prosecution 
has cross-examined for a long time Dr. Knochen on this point. As to the 

camps of Jews within France and as to the prisons in France, those questions 
also have been discussed and cross-examined during the testimony of Knochen. 


Now Dr. Laube is less quelified to discuss this matter than Knochen himself, 


reument I propose. Laube as an official with 
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the BDS was in charge of only one section while Knochen was 

entire organizati knew this work much better than Laube. 

had Dr. Best who was in charge of the corresponding section of 

military administration, so it seems to me that this effidavit is completely 


My LA z i 
culmetive and the phra ( th affidavit ere absolutely contradictory 


documents, argum s and testimony given before. 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; How many effide io you have altogether? 
DR. MERKEL: I have prepared here at 25 or 2¢ Altogether I 
want to present about 60 
MR. MONNERAY:; } 2, one ergument more? Those affidavits 
have to replace testimony. Now since i z himself could have come here 
to testify, we would have objected to hi S ony since the questions 
which woulå be submitted to him 
same must be applied to the affidavits which az uhmitted the Commission 
DR. MERKEL; It is certain thet yould n ave asked Dr. Laube 
to come here vestify since he would have come here under the rule of 
cullmative evidence. In the many discussions which we had with Colonel 
Neave and ¢ the f wing matter was explained. It was 
stated that due to the very difficult position of the indictments against 
(hur 
the organizations, the matter of cud@mative evidence will have to be regarded 
quite differently from the way it was regarded concerning the individual 
defendant. We were also assured at the conference that evidence could be 
presented, which had the purpose of aiding and supplimenting and certifying 


the statements of the witness. That especially has to be the case if the 


prosecution has made some statements concerning its doubts as to the reliabil- s” 


Mut 
ity of the witness. I consider the cu@mative matter as follows: I only can 
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MVE 
bring culmative evidence as eccording to the court and the prosecution 
the evidence already has been given, otherwise the f ing would happen, 
For instance yuestioned Dr. Knocban concerning the occurances in France, 


+} 


Due to some questions of the prosecution the reliability of the witness was 
questioned severely, Now if that is the case, the court will not believe 


r witness due to the so-called 


TAYLOR: Is it the D ‘ecution inderstan 
t y - 
cu@mative and they c be new evidence? 
They are merely to support the hearings we had before the commission. 
about ten or fifteen affidevits 
should be relative to the defense. I may be wrong atx 


DR. MERKEL: Yes, that is why I took a viewpoint, especially from 


the statements of Dr. Knochen with the cuestioning which took three days. 


The purpose of these affidavits is to prove that the statements of Dr. 


Knochen were cocrect and they should have the puroose that the witness will 

be regarded .s reliable, therefore, his other ste’ ements are reliable. 

From the various discussions, I consider it a matter of fact that the state- 

ments, the affidavits that are being given before the commission are to 

support the stories of some witnesses and of course they have to say 

same thing as the witness or otherwise they would not be supporting. 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I want to get myself clear on this matter 

so that we can expedite the procedure. We will teke 2 recess for five 

minutes, 


THE COMMISSION RECESSED AT 1045 HOURS. 
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COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: My understanding as to the rules an 


» 


cedure is thet you follow the order of affidavits of July 5, 194 


y 9, 
submitting the summary of the affidavits or groups of effidavits, 
V: M 
and we know it will be cules tive as 
estimony whic? 
understanding, 
of course, 
the prosecution, 
DR. MERKEL; I present therefore this Document of the Gestapo 
No. 1 and it shall of course be decided whether or not 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: You offer the summary 


Are there any objections to the summery? 


WR. MONNERAY: 


summaries translated, 


ai aie ake ake ahe ie aje ahe akk aie oie ake abe oie ake 

DR. MERKEL; Gestapo No. 2 Document by Wilhelm Ruelf, who from 
October, 1940 until the retreat from France was commanĉer of the SD anê 
Security Police in Dijon. This man testifies concerning the personnel 
in these commissions and he also testifies concerning the tortures and 
mistreatments that are claimed in the French Documents 567 and 567-B, 
which were supposed to have taken place in Dijon. He also testifies 
concerning the treatment of the Jewish question by the commendo in Dijon, 
the way the commando order was carried out, the treatment or imprdsonment 


of female French citizens with the French command in Dijon. In other 


words, it concerns itself wholly with the area of Dijon. I consider this 
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point important due to the fact that Dr. Knochen did not have such 
deteiled information. He only had a general view, he did not have the 
experience or knowledge that the individual commander of the office woulé 
have. I request that this Document be translated in its entirety. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; What is the with of the vrosecution? 

MR. MONNERAY: No objections, 

ahe aie age ahe aie ade ade ahe ahe aje ahe ahe ahe oe aje aje ke ake ale 
DR. MERKEL; Gestapo Document No. 3 is a sworn affidavit by Dr. 


Degner, This document concerns itself with the organization of the 


commandoes in Portiers end the deportation of workers, the use that is 
made of the commando order of which was given two examples, concerns 
itself with mistreatment of prisoners by the office of the Sipo in 
Portiers, It also takes its position to Document F558, 


concerns the army intermment camps at Portiers. I request t 


document be translated in its entirety. 


COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Does the prosecution have eny objections 


to that? 


ffidavit is certainly dealing with relevant 


ae He ae aje ahe ake aje afe ake oe ake afe a oe afe ae ae aft ake 


DR. MERKEL; The next is Gestapo Document No. 4, a sworn state- 
ment by Fritz Wellbrandt, which concerns itself with ivities and goals 
of the Sipo and SD from the period between 1940 and 1944, I ask that this 
Document be admitted, as it is rather short anà concerns itself with certain 


important points of the prosecution, 
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MR. MONNERAY: In the Document testimony is given which has been 
covered by the witness. It is not possible in the process of the actual 
procedure for the prosecution to make any objections to the Documents. It 
is impossible for the prosecution to chenge the terms of the affidavits. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: I haye not as yet geen a cleer picture of 
the contents of the affidavit. The impression in my mind is not clear as 
to what this affidavit contains, 

DR. MORKEL; You mean the lest one, or all of them? 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: The last one, 

DR. MERKEL; This affidavit contains some of the accusations made 
against the organization anà the activities of the units in Dijen, Chalon-sur- 
Marne, Reims and Orleans. For instan€e, he stated that there were no Sipo or 
SD prisons. He states that he did not receive eny orders for mistreatments 
and tortures end if such things did happen, they were excessive measures 
by individuals. There were no orders that requested or ordered such excessive 
orders as the prosecution maintains. It also states that these four offices 
were not connected in any executive way during the deportation of the Jews, 
but that this was done by the French police. In this case in order to clarify 
the matter, he gives one specific example which happened in the summer of 1942 
in the vicinity of Chalon sur Marne. He also stetes thet the Sipo and SD 
had nothing to do with the deportation and trensportations to Germany, but 
that was a duty of the labor recruitment office of Saukel. It also states 


thet paratroopers were not executed by the SD, but were handed over to the 


responsible military headquarters. 
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That, in short sentences, is the main points of Document 4, Everything 
concerns itself entirely with the offices of the SD in Dijon, Chalen-sur-Marne, 
ims anê Orleans, May I state that the French prosecution did the same thing 
and presented a larze number of Documents from people who were mistreated by the 
Gestapo and SD in verious parts of France and the only way I can attempt to dis- 
approve these points is by presenting 
and should have full knowledge concerning 
four documents are too much. I believ hat the prosecution hes presented 
sixty documents and I am only offering four in order to cleer the German 

position concerning the French accusations .at 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; Any objections? 

MR. MONNERAY; No, 

ahe aie ake aje ake aje ake aik ahe ie ake akt ae a aje ake ok ae 

R. MERKEL; I have here her Dr Laube of J 
which I only received on Satur ay and i sible to have covies made, 
I would like to ask the Commission if I may discuss this Document later on when 
I present my last group of 

COMMESIONER TAYLOR > ide ' the prosecution being here is to 


determine if the ; lavits nc thet is the purpose of these 


hearings, 


May I present this Document when I have the copies 


made later 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; Yes, 


2 OIC Rotor RIOR HO te aia ate ak 
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DR. MERKEL; The next point I am coming to is the participation 


$ 3 


of the Gestapo in the demonstr=tion of November 9th and 10th, 1938. I am 


presenting Gestapo Document No. 5, a sworn statement by Dr, Heinz Kaufmann 
concerning the participation of the Gestapo in Dresden on November 9th and 


10th. I ask thet this Document be presented in its entirety. It is a very 


short document. 


LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: Do you mean translated in its entirety? 


DR. MERKEL; Yes, it is only one page. , 


COMMISSIONER TAYLOR; I think the commission as a whole bist ans 


translationes 





AnA? s 
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DR. MERKEL: I just wanted it known that I would like the entire 
document translated. 

LT. COMMANDER FARRIS: I haven't heard anything yet as to what it's 
about e 

DR. MERKEL: It concerns the activities of the Gestapo and demon- 
strations of the 9th and 10th of November and the participation of the í 
Office Dresden in these demonstrations. 

T. COMMANDER HARRIS: I don't remember any evidence about the 

Gestapo Office Dresden participating in the November 9th and lOth Anti-Jewish 


at 


Pogroms. We certainly cannot controvert general orders by what was done in 


3 


some small regional office, Therefore I think that the affidavit is irrelevant. 
DR. MERKEL: The Prosecution claims that the Gestapo participated 

or aided in the demonstrations of the 9th and 10th of November. If the 

Prosecutio says the Gestapo it means every Gestapo Office of the Reichs “rea 


that 
at that time. I can only disprove the statements kke the Gestapo did participate 


in these demonstrations of the 9th and 10th of November by giving statements as 
to what actually happened in three or four Gestapo Offices on that day and in 
that way give a general indication as to what happened in about 20 Gestapo 
Offices in the Reich because I certainly do not intend to bring in documents 
concerning all 20 Gestapo Offices in the Reiche 

COMMISSIONER TAYIOR: This will be submitted to the Commission for 


approvals 


DAHR I EE 
BY DR. MERKEL: 
The next document is Gestapo No. 6, affidavit by Dr. Theodor Grafenberger 


conceming the participation of the Gestapo Office Nurnberg-Furth. It concerns 
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itself mostly with the attitude of the Chief of the Gestapo at that time, 
Dr. Martin, and the actions taken by the Kreisleitung against Gestapo Officials. 

LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: I object on the grounds that this is 
irrelevant. 

DR. MERKI For what reason? 

LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: For the reason that we are here concerned 
with the criminality of the Gestapo and not with the attitude of some 
individual member of the Gestapo m£ or with what some Kees Kreisleiter said 
about the Gestapo. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Interpreter will you read this so I can see 
what it is? 

LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: I withdraw my objection. If the Commissioner 
pleases, I have no objection to these affidavits, whether relevant or irrelevant, 
whether they are cumulative or non-cumulative; i xe paper work can be handled 
yx the defense can put in all the affidavi hey are able to find, just so 
long as it is understood that the affidavits themselves constitute the evidence 
and that what is here said by the defense attorney as to the contents of the 
documents is not evidence. I am just trying to be helpful in shortening the 


record but actually we are not accomplishing anything here. We are taking 


too long to cover these and so I do not propose to make further objections 


it being understood that the basic position which I have stated is the 


correct one. 
IR. MONNERAY: As to Gestapo No. 6, where is Dr. Grafenberger now? 
DR. MERKEL: I do not know for sure; I believe he was here; I 


think he is now in Langwasser. 


Ltd Sad tad tad Std SS SLE 
SESSA 


a By Sar bar hy 
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BY DR. MERKEL: 
Document Gestapo No. 7, affidavit by Hans Deerhege, concerns itself with 
pation of the Gestapo Office Bielefeld and its liaison office 
Detmold-Lippe on the demonstrations. 

Next I will present Document Gestapo No. & It is a sworn affidavit by 
Wilhelm Huelf which tells of the preview or the story that occurred before 
the demon strations of the 9th and 10th of November 1938 and concerns the 
transportation of 17,000 Polish Jews to Poland, the participation of the 
office for Jewish and religious questions in the Gestapo Office in Berlin on 
these demonstrations. It concerns itself with the actual persons who were 
responsible for starting this action and also gives the reason for the 
arrest of 20,000 Jews according to that now well known teletype letter of 
Heydrich. It also concerns itself with the carrying out of this arrest 
measure. 

Due to its importance I wish to request that this document be translated 
in its entirety. I want to prove that the Gestapo was not the office that 
started out in this action and J also want to prove that the 20,000 Jews who 
were arrested due to an order of Heydrich were released again within the next 
few weeks and months and that what the prosecution has stated a few days ago, 
that the people who came to concentration camps were being liquidated, is not 
correct. 

WR. VONNERAY: Do you reauest translation of the whole document? 


DR. MERKEL: I think it is necessary that it be translated in its 


entirety as it concerns itself over an entirely new complex which so far has 


not been discussed before this Commission. 





TO 


MR. MONNERXY: The Prosecut als hinks it would be worth while 
to have the entire document translated, 
COMMISSIONER TARYLOR: Very well, it will be recommended 


a a se se 


4 n 22 34 24 Q 2. y 
why K 7s > a 7 “ 


BY DR. MERKEL: 

The only other document is the affidavit of Karl Rerger who makes state- 
ments concerning the arrest and sending to concentration camp of the entire 
members of the SD Office in Magdeburg because they had partici pated in excessive 
measures of the 9th and LOth of November. The arrest was ordered } 


Magdeburg. It is a very short sworn affidavit and I 


rmission to present this document later on, as 


COMVISSIONER TAYLOR: Very well. 


BY DR, MERKEL. 


Next I come to the Indictment against the “estapo in Folland concerning 
the shooting of hostages and the treatment of prisoners. This is Document 


Gestapo Noe 9, sworn affidavit of Hans Yelmut Wolff and concerns itself that 


in the year 1942 as an answer to the recurring sabotage acts, that hostages 
negative 


o~- 


were to be shot. He also gives the/attitude of the Security Police to this 
questio. He also speaks of the treatment of prisoners, especially the prisoners 
that were accused of being sabotage and espionage agents. In this case I am 

not interested in the entire document but only in the parts that were marked 

by me. 


MR. WONNERAY: Do you ask for translation of Page 2, first para- 


graph, conceming the SD? 


OD 


DR. MERKEL: Yese 





COM 
AT o 


= AT 


9 July 1045 -00 
Affidavits - Gestapo 


IR. MONNERAY: I would request also especially that the lst 
paragraph of page 2 should be translated. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Dr. Merkel, you just want translated those 
parts of the affidavit you have checked? 


DR. MERKEL: Yese 


WR. MONNERAY: May I come back once more to Document Gestapo No. 8e 
Tf the Commission decides not to translate the whole document I would recuest 


a literal translation of at least one passage. It is on page 4. 


me 26 N et 
7 3 ‘ 


BY DR. MERKEL: 

Next is Document Gestapo No. 10, affidavit by Hans Deerhage, which con- 
cerns itself with the recruitment of foreign workers. It is a very short 
affidavit and states about as follows: That between 1940 and June 1942, repre- 
sentatives of Ganleiter Sauckel did recruit workers in Greece for work in Germany. 
The Security Police was not participating in this recruitment or in the trans- 


portation of these workers. 


Next, the problem of the Labor Education Camps, Document Gestapo No. 1L, 


Affidavit of Felix Ruehl. Felix Ruehl states here in his sam sworn affidavit 


that between September 1944 and March 191.5 the Gestapo Office Augsburg repeatedly 


received complaints by chiefs of factories since persons that had broken their 
contracts rather returned to the Labor Education Camp than to their work in 


the industries or in the factories. 


‘it ee ae a & 
HH HH H 4 
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The next theme is concerning the murdering of prisoners in Sipo and SD 
prisons in order to prevent their being freed by Allied troops. Document 
Gestapo No. 12 is a sworn affidavit by Felix Ruehl and concerns itself with 
the following: When the (American Forces entered Augsburg a number of bodies 
were supposed to have been found in the arrest rooms of the Gestapo Office 
of ‘ugsburg which were supposed to have been murdered by Gestapo members 
shortly before the entrance of the American troops. That was a claim made in 
May-beginning of June by a newspaper that had been published in Augsburg, 

That is also the general statement of the 2m Prosecution concerning the Gestapo. 


The witness makes statements concerning this claim. 


I just received copies of the formerly mentioned two affidavits of which 
T did n have the copies. I would like to have permission to discuss them now. 
MH MM MH MH HM MH HK 
The first one, Gestapo No. 13, is the sworn affidavit by Dr. Laube the 
2nd of July 1946 and concerns itself with the work of the police matters in 
France between 1940 and 1942. It concerns the transfer of the Secret Field 
Police in May 1942 to the Security Police and what kind of a transfer it was. 
and 
It concerns itself with the relation between the German and French Police,/the 


dubies of both of these police groups. It concerns itself with the recruitment 


of French labor and the shooting of hostages in France as well as the 


participation of the Sipo in these matters. The reason for this is the matter 


which I had already described in connection with the first sworn affidavit of 
Dr. Laube, which is Gestapo No. Ll. 
WR. MONNERAY: Do you request translation of the entire affidavit? 
DR. MERKEL: No, I don't think that is necessary. It would be 


satisfactory if certain parts or excerpts could be translated, which the 
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Commission has now in its possession. 


YR. MONNERY: I have only one general observation to make. I 


cannot consider those affidavits as evidence since there is no opportunity 


for the Prosecution to protest or disprove. 

DR. MERKEL: I do not think that this has anything to do with the 
value of the evidence or whether or not it has any value since the witnesses 
are open also to the examination of the Prosecution even more than they are 
to the examination of the Defense. Furthermore, the Prosecution has within 
its reach documents and other Wier they want to disprove something they 
can do it, 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: The Affiant, Dr. Laube, was not in court 
as a witness, was he? 

DR. MERKEL: Noe 

MR. MONNERAY: There is just the one point I would like to put 
into the record. Until now all affidavits submitted by the Prosecution during 
its om case could be challenged by the Defense either by asking for the author 
of the affidavit as a witness or by sending interrogatories to the author of 
the affidavit. We have no possibility now according to the rules set up for 
the organizations to challenge the authors of those affidavits by cross- 
examination or written questionnaires. 

DR. MERKEL: As far as that is concerned I do not think that this 
should in any way hamper the value of the evidence of this matter since we 
of the Defenee did not have anything to do with setting up the rules and cannot 
make any decisions about it. I do mot believe that though this fact that 
the evidence is of less value for the defense. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Gestapo Affidavit No. 13 will be received 


and submitted to the Commission. 
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BY DR. MERKEL: 

As Gestapo No. L, I would like to present the already mentioned 
affidavit of Karl Berger. It concerns itself with the arrest and punishment 
as well as sending to concentration camp of all members of the SD Office in 
Magdeburg because of participation in the demonstrations of the 9th and 10th 
of November 1938. This arrest was following a request of the Chief of the 
Gestapo Office. 


LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: We have no objection to having this 


document translated, it being such a short one. 


Het MM OE OK 
BY DR. MERKEL: 

The next phase I am coming to is the Organization, the personnel com- 
position and the question of voluntary membership, and the activity of the 
administration and executive offices of the Gestapo. As Document Gestapo No. 15 
I want to introduce the affidavit of Karl Weiss. It concerns itself with the 
check of the members of the Bavarian Political Police in 1933 by the SD, the 
order prohibiting the mistreatment of prisoners at the Gestapo Office in Munich; 
the matter of false Gestapo officials and the decree of Wimmler to prevent that; 
the sending of two officials to the concentration camp Dachau between the 
years 1933 and 1939; the pressure of Party offices upon the activity of the 
Gestapo and the results of refusal to carry out an official order. It would 
be sufficient if the things that have been outlined in the document would be 
considered as evidence. 

WR. MONNERXY: I would like to request eventually the translation 
of the following passages also: Paragraph 5 and Paragraph 6b. AndI agree 


perfectly with the translation recuested by defense counsel of No. l. 
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COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Very well. 
ee E 
BY DR. MERKEL: 

The next is Gestapo No. 16 It is a sworn affidavit by Bruno Rachfahl 
and concerns itself with the composition of the personnel of the Secret State 
Police, the Gestapo in Berlin, when it was founded and what kind of continuing 
replacements were brought in, as well as the possibility of the recalling of 
officials. Fere too I am satisfied if only certain marked passages are 
translated, 

% % 2 

Next is GESTAPO NO. 17, sworn affidavit of Alfred Zenker, which concerns 
itself with the activities and duties of the administration officials of the 
Gestapo and the difference of their activities to those of the executive 
officials. I wish that this document kx be translated in its entirety. 

% 

Next is GESTAPO NO. 18, sworn affidavit of Georg Schraepel. Tt concerns 
itself with the general basic principles that were used in hiring and firing 
of Gestapo officials in the years 1941 to 1945. It concerns itself with the 
individual personnel groups of the Gestapo from 1941 to 1945, which were offices, 
administration officials, executive officials, civil employees, recuired laborers, 
men commandeered fran the Waffen-SS, members of the former Secret Field Police. 
Tt also concerns itself with the requirement of secretness within the Gestapo 
and the knowledge of the Gestapo officials thak of crimes that occurred within 
the organization, I believe that this document is rather important and 


informative, IT have marked a few passages but I think it would be advisable 


to have the entire dooument translated. The witness was personnel chief in P 
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the Criminal Police from 1941 and was in the Reichs Security Main 0 ffice 

and therefore has a thorough indication of matters there. 

WR. MONNERAY: I would just like to call the attention of the 
Commissioner to the fact that this Schraepel was in the Criminal Police until 
January 1944. He was dealing with the Criminal Police, if I am right, until 
January 1944 and only dealing with the Gestapo from January 1944 on. 

DR. MERKEL: But the Criminal Police was on eoual level, almost 
together with the Security Police and therefore T want to say that the witness 
is capable of explaining the personnel situation organized within the festapo. 

MR. WONNERAY: Firstly, the Criminal Police is not indicted and 
secondly the affidavit itself says that within the RS the different branches 
were so isolated that nobody knew what was going on with the neighbors, so I 
don't think that the affidavit is relevant. 

DR. MERKEL: Yes but from 1944 he was Chief Supervisor of the 
Personnel Section of the Security Police and he was in the personnel office 
of the Main Office of the Security Police and the Security Police is both 
the Criminal Police and the Gestapo. 

MR. MONNERAY: Put he was a referant for personnel cuestions for 
the CRIPO and the affidavit would be relevant only from January 1944 on. 

DR. MERKEL: Seem I would ikke be ready to just use this sworn 
affidavit for the time after January 1944 and then I could get further sworn 
statements for the period before 1944. 


COLONEL NZAVE: Haven't you another witness who could cover the 


whole of this ouestion? 


No, I am sorry but it usually didn't happen that 


persons stayed for a number of years in the same office. 
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COLONFL NEAVE: Well, Dr. Merkel, I suggest the following pro- 
cedure in regard to this affidavit. The Commissioners will take away and 
examine it and they will inform you what parts they consider should be struck 
oute It seems to me that prior to January 1944 it is largely irrelevant and 
T think it should be examined by the Commission and the decision announced at 
the next hearing of your case. Does the Prosecution agree? 

Lt.. COMMANDER HARRIS and WR. MONNERAY: Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVE: Before you go on, in regard 
translation, the best arrangement I find is 
he wants translated at the end of the yearing and 
take the documents to the translation section and see how 
done. That of course applies to requests by the Prosecution 
that some bave already been requested 

MR. VONNERAY: Very often we agree on excerpts to be translated ; 
then we ask some time for certain passages to be translated which are of 
inter 


AVE: The difficulty is the Commission cannot always 


iad 


a 


guarantee that the translation will be carried out and therefore it must 
rest to a certain extent. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: How many more do you have, Dr. 

DR. MERKEL: Only three more at this moment. Altogethe 
about a maximum of sixty. 

COTONST, NEAVE: Do those cover points which have already been 


covered? Do the new ones cover points which have already been covered by 


the 18 here? 


DR. MERKEL: Some, yes, but most of them cover different points. 
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COLONEL NEAVE: 
\ffidavits was to sim 
cover matters that 
them at all but simply to make a 
wit nesses confirmed vha 
filed with the 


to be General 


that should be done in your case 


4 


Commi ssi on the aT your 
le 


itself wit! 


may have to adopt that procedure. 


+ 2 


the court has heard something 


RV DR. MERKET. 
be d AL £ . 


Next is Document GESTAPO: No 
concem s 

execubive offices of the Gestapo, 
the personnel and the 
matters of secretness 


Document GUSTAPO No. 


Next is 
also concerns the position of the 


Police, the title designation for 


the dutes of the police administration officials, 


Well what we did yesterday 
ply list those 
ady been 


a statement i! 


Secreta 


additional affidavits 


separation 
the separation in the 
economic offices. It 


and of the voluntary 


20, sworn affidavit by Arnold 


administration officials in the 


in the case of the SA 
which were to bring up no new points to 
dealt with and not to read summaries 

1 the record that representative 


course, 


E oe, cid 4 5 Bah 
ry. t th decision as to whether 


would depend entirely on how f it appears 


are cumulative 100 « 


this point this morning 


affidavits introduced to 


Knoche 


that are coming. 


ffidavit by Bernhard Rahe, which 


between the administrative and the 
administration betwee 
also concerns itself with the 
entry into the Gestapo. 


Krecklow, 


Security 


executive and administrative officials, 


the poss 





which 
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participation of administration officials in the crimes of which the po 


is accused. 
664 Aned a? Nig ‘iss 
The next Document GESTAPO No. 21, affidavit of Walter Zirpins, concerns 
f with the participants in the education and training of the leadership 


J } A wA wy oO qr a red > e 
of the Security Police and that these men were mostly ordered to th 


Gestapo against the will of the Criminal Police. 


That is all I have to present for today. 
"S MA VTOR s Very well. 


taken until 1400 hours.) 


0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-0-C 
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The foregoing is a true and correct transcript of the examination 


nr af To } O)- 
submitted by Dr. Merkel on 9 July 1946. 


Go Oe Pet vA tay 


Reporter (pp /— lJ 3 ) 
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Lffidavits 
OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT OF EXiMIN.TION OF 
LFPIDiVITS ON BEHALF CF LCCUSED ORGANIZA- 
TIONS, TAKEN BEFOLE 1. COMMISSION (2+: CINTED, 
BY THE INTERNATIONAL VILITRY TRIBUNAL 
FURSUINT TO ORDER CF THE TRIBUNAL, DATED 
5 JULY 195. 


9 July 1946 

COMMISSIONER s 

Mr. George Re Taylor 

(The Commissicn convened at 1000 hours) 

COMMISSIONER TLYLG 

DR. MERKEL: As the first matter, I would liketc takeup the 
French indictment against the Gestapo, by that I mean the completivn ane 
verification of the statements of the Witmss, Dre Knochene 

I heve here a eworn testimony by Dre “aube, wh: was with the military 


Jo 


acministrətion with the chief of the SD and Security rolice and the SD 


in Faris, I know that the Jewish questions in France were taken care af 


by 2 special group, which since 19)0 were uncer the direction -f Dannecker e 


This comrandco was negotiated with the German anc French <fficcs always 
Cirectly. It was formerly a part of the commander in chief of the Security 
Police, but its activities had no actual connections with the work of the 
vericus offices of the comamder of the Security tolicee It is xlso very 
evident bhat neither Dannecker nor one of his representatives of this grov 
took part in the regular official discussions cf the Commander of the 
Security tolice." 

Now we can skip a fow lines and here I quote again. 

LT. COMTR. HARRIS: I understood that the procedure to be ad 
here wasthat the NefenseCounsel would not reac’ into the record sections f 
the affidavit, which were particularly favorable to the defense, but that 
he would make a summary of the cmtentsof each affidavit or a group cf 
affidavits for the purpose of affording a description of the d emncnts 
which then would be submitted to the Tribunal as evicencce 

"i, MERKEL: I agree, of coursee I was nct quite clear abcut it. 
Since the entire Document is not to be translated into English, Ith uzht 


maybe certain specific passages would be translated and then handed ver to 


the Tribunal, h:wever, we can do it this way. 
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COMMISSIONER T..YLCR: Woulct you ecnsider as a summary the rts 
that are penciled? 

MR. MONNERAY: I do not think this is a summary, it is only 
excerpts of the Ducument. 

DR. MERKEL: These summaries we have here are rather short. Sine 
I was cnly informed yesterday of the manner in which this Commissicn is 
working, in addition to these excerpts, I will have to make a few addi- 
ticnal statements. 

LT. COMM. HIS: I also understand in certain instances that 
the defense counsel can request, in the event of a particularly important 
or good affidavit a fulltranscript can be ordered and perhaps this is ond 
of those affidavitse 

DR. MERKEL: Is there any possibility to have just parts of a 
sworn affidavit translated? 

COM ISSIONER TAYLCR: Under this procedure, I take it that the 
defense would be cntitled to have a part of the affidavit translated, would 
it nov? 

DR. MERKEL: I am not quite clerr. I heve some Document 
I will ask to have translated in their entirety snd -ther VYocumer 

me less relative points anc in that case I would just lik to have 
sxcerpts :f the Documente 


COMMISSIONER TAYLGis Is there any odjcctivn t. stating here 


whether it is relevant? My uncerstanding of yesterday is that every- 


thing went intc the transcript, is that correct? 

DR. MERKEL: I am not suree I wasnot here all of the time. 

Mre MONNERUY: It is up to the prosecution te check the parts, 
have nt been read by the defense counsel. sferhaps-it is right tc 
nly parts and then the prosccutiocn can check the other parts of the 

same document, but that is only possible if the prosecution can read the 
Germane The other thing is if thevocument is toc long am it wuld be 
very difficult for us to check up on the entire Document e 

DR. MERKEE: What do you say is a long c:cument? Would you say 


this is 2 long Document by Dre leube? 
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We MONNERY: Perhaps it would be possible for the Defense 
Counsel to give us certain parts of the Document cr read certdn ports as 
supplemental informations 

DR. MERKEL: This is Gestapo Document Noe 1 =- Dre Love = June 
8, 1946. I want to prove through this Document the following points. The 
Jewish question, especially the execution and deportation of Jews from 
France were carried cut by the special group uncer the cirecticn of 
Danneckers The group or commando received no directions, orders cr circct- 
ives, from the commanccr cf the Security Folice and they coulc not give 
any “Lrectives to the Commander of the Security Policce 

(2) The Jewish camps were installed by the French Government. The 

Sino members cid n t participate in the Jewish transports in France. The 
following kinds of camps were available in Frances Civilian Internment 
Cums for civilian prisnners; Folice Internment Camps anc army Iaternment 
Campse I want to add that all three camps were uncer the acministration 
of the Commancer cf the .rmye That is a sh rt sume ry of this one 2ffids. 

MR. MONNERY: I object to this affidavit for several reasons; 
(1) This affidavit is entirely cumulative, as a matter of fact the ques- 
tion regarding the Sipo in France has been very lengthjly discussed curinr 
the direct examination and the cross examination of Ire Knochene It is 
cuite the same as tc the transportation and ceportation of Jews in France 
on which the defense counsel of the Sipe and SD have examined and the 
prosecution has cross examined for a long time Dr. Knochen on this point. 
is to the camps cf Jews witinmn France and as to theprisns in France, those 
questions sls: have been discussed an2 cross-examined during the testimony 
of Knochene Now Ore Laube is less qualified te ciscuss this matter than 
Knochen himself, that is only a sup, limentary argument, I propose. Laube 
as an official with the BDS was in charge of only one secticn while Knochen 
was chief cf the entire organization and knew this work much be ttor than 
Laubee We also had Dre Bost who was in charge cf the corresponding secti 


£ the military administration, so it seems to me that this affidavit is 


completcly cumulative and the phrasesof this affidavit are absolutely con= 


tradictory to documents, ar:uments and testimony given »cforee 
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COMMISSIONER TAYLCR; How many affidavits co ycu have altoceth r 
Ts MERKEL: I have prepared her. about 25 or 26, Altogether I 


to present about 60 or 70 = that is as single affidavits. 


MR. MONNERKY: May I add onc argument more? Those 2ffidawits 


have to replace testimony. Now since if Laube himself could have come 
here to testify, we would have objected to his testimony since th. quese 
tions which would be submitted to him wale be cumulative questions, I think 
the same must be applied to the affidavits which are submitted to the 
Comnissione 

DRe MERKEL: It is certein that I would not have asked Dre 
Laube to come here to testify since he would have come here under the rule 
of cumulative cvidencee In the many discussicns which we had with Colonel 
Ncave and other commissioners the following matter was c ;lainec. It was 
st.ted that due to the very difficult position of the indictments agairst 
the organizations, the matter of cumulative evidence will have to be ree 
garded quite ciffermtly fromthe way it was rcearced concerning the indi- 
vidual cefendante We were also assured at the conference that evidence 
could be presented, which had the purpose of aiding and supplementing and 
certifying to the statements of the witness. That especially nı ^% to be 
the case ifi the proseuution has mače sane statements conccming its dou-t: 

he reliability ofthe witness. I consider the cumulcstive matter as 

follows: I only can bring cumulative evidence as according to the court 
and the prosecution the cvidence alreacy has been given, 
following wuld happen, For instance, I questioned Dre Knochen concerning 
the occurances in France, Due to some questions of the ,rosecution the 
reliability of the witness w:s questioned severelye Now if thatis the 
case, the court will not believe this witness and I cannot bring in another 
witness, cue to the soecallec cumulative order. 

COMMISSTONER T.YLCi: Is it the prosecutdéon's understən?ing that 
thesc affidavits should be cumulative and they cannot be new evidence? T; 
ars merely to sup ort the hearings we had before the cammissione This 
would give about ten or fifteen affidavits which would be cumulative, but 


they should be relative to the cefense. I may be wrong aut tmt. 
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DR. MERKEL: Yes, thatis why I took a viewpoint, especially from 

the statements of Drs Knochen with the questicning which took three days. 

Tho purpose of these affidavits is to prove that the statements cf Dre 

Knochen were correct and they shculd have the pnnpose that the witness 

will be regarded as reliable, therefore, his other statements are reliable. 

From the varicus discussions,-I consider it a matter of inact that the st-tee 


unts, the affidavits that are being given before the commission are to sup 


port the storks of some witnesses and of course they have to say the same 


thing as the witness or ctherwise they would not be supzortinge 

COMMISSIONERTAYLOR: I want to get myself clear on this matter 
so that we can expedite the procedure. We will take a rcecss for five 
minutcSe 


(The Commission recessed at 105 hours) 
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CO:TiISSIONER TAYLOR: iiy uncerstandin: a > the rulcs anc 
procedure is that you follow the order of affidavits of July 5, 1946 as to 
subnittin; the suma cf the affilavits or groups of affidavits, which 
contain relevant matters of defense and wo know it will be curmlative a 

merely supporting the testimony which has herctofore been siven to the 
mission. ith that understanding, we will procecd wi e summary if it 
is relevant, cf course, the suraary is subject to objection by the orosccuticn, 

Di. 1ERKGL. I present thorefcre this Docunent of the Gestapo Noe. l 

shall of course be decided whether or not it shall be accopted,. 

COLLIISSIONER TAYLOR: You coffer the surmary to this afficavit. 

any cbjcctions to the summary? 


LR. MONNGRAY: I think it would be advisable to have the suzricriecs 


isle tod wie 


De. IERKEL: Gostapo No. 2 Document by -ilhel: "uc 
October 1910 until the retreat fron France wea ommancder of the SD 


S curity Polico in Dijon. This nan testi 


these cormaissios and he a ostific sonecrnin: the terturcs 


nents that arc claimed in the French Documents 567 and 567=B, which wor 
supposed. to ive taken place in Dijon. He also testifics concerning the 
treatment of the Jewish question by the commando Dijo the way the 
commando orcer was carricd out, the treatment or imprisoment of fonalc French 
citiscons with the Fronch comian. in Dijon. In cther words, it concerns 
itself wholly with the arca of Dijon, I consider this point important cue 
to the fact that Dr. Knochen did not have such detailed information. He oni 
had a general view, he did not have the experience or knowled:e that the 
individuol commander of the office would have. I request that this Docunent 
be translated in its entirety. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: What is the wish of the prosecutic 


ii. MONNGRAY: No objections. 


DR. MERKEL: Gestapo Document Noe 3 is a sworn affidavit by Dr 


This document concerns itself with the organization ef the commandos 
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in Portiers and the deportation of workers, the use that 

coruzando order of which s given tro cxamples, concerns 

meat of prisoners by the office of the Sipo in Portiers. It also 

pesition to Decument F-558, RF 30, which concerns the army interment camp at 
Porticrse I request that this document be translated in its cntircty. 


COILITSSIONER TAYLOR: Does the prosecution have any chjocticn 


iRe MONNERLY: The affidavit is certainly ded ing with relevant 


points. 


DR. IERKEL: The next is Gestapo Docunent No. h, a sworn statonent 


by Fritz Jellbranct, which concerns itself with the activities mc goals of 


v 


` 


the Sipo and SD from the period betreen 19h40 and 1944. I ask that this 
Docuz:ent be admitted, as it is rathor short ənd cammccrns itself with certain 
inportant points cf the prosccution. 

iRe MONNGRAY: In the Docunent testinony is viven vhich has been 
covered by the witness. It is not possible in the process of the actual 
procedure for the prosccution to make any cbhjecticns to the Docwicnts e Iv 
is impossible for the prosccution to chango the terms of the affidavits. 

COLLIISSIONER TAYLOR: I have not as yet a clear picture cf the 
contents of the affidavit. The impression in my mind is not clear to what 
this affidavit contains. 

DR. ERKEL: You mean the last onc, or all of thon? 

COMIISSIONER TAYLOR: The last one. 

DR. LERKEL: This afficavit contains some of the accusations 
coinst the organization and the activities of the units in Dijon, Chalon-sure 
Marne, Reims and Orleans. Fir instance, he stated that there were no Sipo -r 
-‘SD prisons. He states that he dic not receive any orders for inistreaticnts 
and tortures and if such things dic MNappen, thcy wore excessive measures by 
incividuals. There wers no orders that requested or ordered such excessive 
orders as the prosecution naintains,. It also states that these four offices 
were not connected in any executive way during the deportation of tho 


that this was done by the French police. In this case in order to clarify th 
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matter, he gives onc specific example which happened in the summer of 1942 in 
the vicinity of Chalon-sur-ilarnec. He also states that the Sipo and SD had 
nothing to do with the deportaticn and transportations to Germny, but that 
was 2 duty of the labor recruitment office of Sauckel, 

paratroopers were not executed by the SD, but were handed over to the 
responsible nilitary headquarters. 

That, in short sentences, are the main points of Docunent lie 
Everything concerns itself entirely with the offices of the SD in Dijon, 
Charlon-sur-liarne, Reins and Orleans. lay I state that the French prosecutic: 
dic the sanc thing and presented a large mmbcr of Documents from people who 

; mistreated by the Gestapo and SD in various parts of France an: the cnly 
I can attempt to disprove these pcints is by presenting a 
peodle that were in France and should have full knowledge conecrning these 
natterse I do not think that the four cocunecnts are tco much. I believe 
that the prosecution has presented about sixty documents anc I an only 
offcrins four in order to clear the German position concerning the French 
accusationse 
COLIISSIONER TAYLOR: <Any objections? 


IR. MONNSRAY: No. 


DR. MERKEL: I have here another Document of Dre Laube cf July 2nd, 
which I only reccived on Saturday and it was impossible to have copies nade. 
I would like to ask the Comission if I may discuss this Document later on vi 
I present my last froup of affidavits? 

COLISISSIONER TAYLOR: The idea of the prosecution being here is to 
determine if the affidavits arc relevant and that is the purpose of thosc 
hoarin7s.s 

DRe MERKEL: iay I present this Document when I have the copics 


later on? 


COILMISSIONER TAYLOR: Yese 


DRe MERKEL: The next point I am coming to is the participation 
the Gestapo in the demonstration of November 9th and 10th, 1938. Iam 
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presonting Gestapo Docuncnt No. 5, a sworn statonent by Dr. Heinz Kaufmann 
concerning the participation of the Gestapo in Dresden an Novanaber 9th and 
loth. I ask that this Document be presented in its entirety, It is a very 
short cocurecnt. 

LT. CORUNDER HARRIS: Do yu mean translated in its cntircty? 

DR. IERKEL: Yes, it is only one paseo. 

COMIISSIONER TAYLOR: T think the com 
on the translations. 

DRe LERKEL: I just wanted it knowm that I wold like the cntire 
docunicnt translated. 


LT. COMMANDER HARRIS: I havon't heard anything yet as to that it's 


DR. IGRKEL: It concerns the activitics of the Gestapo anc 
denoenstrations of the 9th ant 10th of Novon nd the participation of the 
Gestapo Office Dre 

LT. COmU.NDER HARRIS: I doen't remember any evidence about the Ges 
Office Drescen participating in the November 9th and 10th Anti-Jovrish Porro: 
Wie certainly cannot controvert goncral orders by what was donc in sone small 
rerional office. Thercfore I think that the affidavit is irrelevante 

DRe LGRKEL: The Prosecution clains that the Gestapo participated oœ 
aided in the demonstrations of the 9th and 10th of November. If the 
Pro ecution says the Gestapo it means every Gestapo Office of t 
at that tinc. I can only disprove the staterncnts that the Gestapo cid 
participate in these domonstrations of the 9th and 10th of November by rivine 
statonents as to what actually happened in three or four Gestapo Offices on 
that day anc in that way give a goncral indication as to what happened in 
about 20 Gestapo Offices in the Reich because I certainly do not intend to 
bring; in documents concerning all 20 Gestapo Offices in the Reich. 

VOMAISSTONER TAYLOR: This will be submitted to the Comission for 


approval. 


DR. MERKEL: The next document is Gestapo No. 6, affidavit by 
Dre Theodor Grafenber ger concerning the participation of the Gestapo Office 


Nurnbcrg=Furth. It concerns 
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itscolf mostly with tho attitude of tho Chief of the Gestapo at 
that timo, Dr, Martin, and the actions taken by the Kroisleitung 
arainst Gostapo Officicls. 

It, conmender harris; ject on the grounds that this 
is irrelevant. 

DR. MERKEL: Yor wha t renson? 

COMLANDER HARRIS: For the reason thet we cro here con- 
corned with tho criminality of the Cestapo «nd not with the 
attitude cf some individual member of the Gostapo or with whe 
sono Kroisloitor szid about the Gestapo. 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Interpreter will you recd 
L can soo what it is? 
I withdraw my objection, 
Cormtissioner pleases, I have no cbjection to theso 
whothor relovent or irrolovent, whothor thoy aro 
non-curmlstive; if tho ppor work cen bo handled the defonse can 
to find, just so long 
understood that tho cffidc:.vits themselvos constitute 
ovidonce and thet net is he id by the defonse attorney 
the contents of tho documonts is not ovidenco, I cm just 
to be helpful in shortoning tho record but cetuclly we 
cecomplishing sanything hore, We are taking too long 
covor these cond so do net propose to make further objection: 
being undorstocd tia 10 basic position which I h-ve stated 
the corroct one. 
Re MONNGRAY ss to Gostapo No. 6, whore is Dr. Grafenborg 
now? 
Dit. ERKEL? co not know for sure; I bcliove hoe was here; 
I think he is now in Lengwassor. 


BY 1 ERKE 
ie ERKEL! 


T~ NT ADS 2 LT 
Cocunont Gostapo No. 7, affidavit by Hans Doorhasge, concorns 


elf with tho particinction of the Gestapo Office Biclefeld 


licison offico Dotmold- Lippe on the domonstrations,. 
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Next I will present Document Gostapo No, 8. It is a sworn 
effideavit by Wilhelm Huclf which tolls of tho proview or tho 
story that occurred before the demonstr-tions of tho ond 
10th cf November 1938 and concerns the transportatio 
Polish Jows to Poland, the participation of tho off 
Jowish and roligious questions in the Gestapo Office in Serlin 
on these domonstrations, It «@ ncorns itsoif with tho actucl 
orsons whe were responsible for starting this «ction and also 
cives the recson for the mrrost of 20,000 Jews cccording to that 
now woll known teletype *-*tor of Heydrich, It also concerns 

the carrying out cf this arrest rocsuro,. 
its importance 
be translated in its ontircty. ire to prove that the Gcstapo 
tho cffice thot stcrted out in this cction and I also 
were urrested duc to an 
sed gain within tho next fow weoks 
cnd thet what the prosccution has stated « few dcys 
the people who came to concentration comps wore boing 
is not corroct.s 
Do you request trensiction of the whole 
docunont? 

DR. MERKEL: I think it is nocossary that it be translated 
in its ontiroty as it concorns itsolf cver an ontiroly now 
complox which so fc i! not been discussed before this Conmmissic 

TIOMNERY : ho Prosccution also thinks it would bo worth 
ontire document tronslateod, 
TAYLOR: Vory woll, it will bo rocormendod,. 


rae tae ai) 
di 


Y DIe ws ¢ 

The only othcr document is tho offidevit of Karl Dorgor 
who makes statonents concorning the crrost ond sending to con- 
contration camp of the ontiro mombers of the SB Offico in 
lingdeburg becauso they hed participated in excessive mocsures 


of tho 9th and 10th of Novombor, Tho crrost was ordoroed by 
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hiof of the Gostape in i.a roburgs ‘It isc y skort sworn 
pormission prosent this docunont 

later on, «s soon cc d emm have copies 


COLLISSIONGR TAYLOR: Very well. 


the Indictmont age-inst the Gostapo in Holland 
concerming th ‘oting of hestases and the treatment of prison- 
Ors, This is Document Gostapo No. 9, sworn cffidevit cf Hans 
1 


Helnut Volff and concerns itsolf thet in the yeor 1942 a 


te 


thet hostages were to bo 
of the Security Police 


speaks cf tho trectnent of j Ss, 


n 


prisoners thet were accusod of bei abotage and 


3 


> Bt # < T An m de s -s rs 
In this caso 2 not intcrcestecd 


were marked 


concornins the SD? 


PENT i A y 
1 i Q 
SLEALE iI o LOS 6 


‘RLY: I would requost also ospecinlly the 
should be translated, 
TAYLOR: Dr, --orkel, you just went translcted 


+. 9 


.fPidavit you havo checked. 


I coro back once more to Document Gostapo 
Conmission decides not to trenslate the wholo 


locunent would } i literal transletion of at least one 


Decunent Gostapo No, 10, affidavit by Hans Decrhago, 
which concerns itsolf with tho recruitment of forcoim workors,. 
lt is a vory short affidavit md states about as follows: That’ 
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botwoon 1940 ond June 1942, ropresontatives of Gruleitor Sauckel 


cid rocruit workers in Grooce for wrk in Germeny. ‘the Security 


Yolice wos not porticip:.ting in this recruitment cr in tho trans- 


probloni cf the Labor Bducction Camps, Yocunent 


ficavit cf Folix kushi, ‘Folix Kuohl stctes 


sworn o.ffidevit thet botweon Scptombcr 1944 and 


larch 1945 the Gestape Office u- sburg ropectedly rococived 


conplaints by chicfs cf foactcorios since persons broken 


rer returned to the Labor Education Canp 


in the incustrics or in tho fcactorios, 





HMM 


1045 - 0039 


9 July-Com.-GES-price-l-Lessor 


The next theme is concerning the murcering of prisoners in Sipo anc SD 


prisons in order to prevent their being freec by Allied troops. Document 
Gestapo No. 12 is a sworn affidavit by Folix “uchl and concerns itself. with 
tho followine: ‘hen the American Forces enterec Aursburr a number ^f bocies 
were supposed to have boen found in the arrest rooms of the Gestapo Office 
of ucsbure which were supposed to have been murdered by Gestapo members 
shortly before the entrance ot the American troops. That was a claim mace in 
ay = beginning of June by a newspaper that had been published in jursburfe 
That is also the renoral statement of the Prosecution concerning the Gestapo. 
Tho witness makes statements concerning this claim. 
wee ok 
I just reccived copies of the formerly mentioned two affidavits of 

which I did not have the coniese I would like to have permission to Ciscuss 


thom NoWe 


z is the swern affidavit by Dre Laube the 
2n) July 1946 an concerns itself with the work of the police matters in 
France between 1940 and 1942. It concerns the transfer of the Sceret Ficld 
Police in May 1942 to the Security Police anc what kind of a transfer it was. 

concerns itself with the relation between the German and French Police, 
an’ the dutics of both of these police groups. It concerns itsolf with the 
recruitment of Fronch labor anc tho shooting of hostages in France as well a 
the particip:tion of the Sipo in these matters.» The reason for this is the 
matter which T he? alreacy describ-d in conrection wit » first sworn 
davit of Dr. Levha which is Gestapo No» l» 
MONMETY: Do you request tronsl-.tion of the entire affidavit? 
No, I don't think that is necessary. I would bo satisfact 
if certain parts of excerpts could be translated, which the Commission has r 
in its possession. 
WM. MONNERAY: I have only ono gencral observation to makce I cannot 
1 


consider those affidavits as evidence since there is no opportunity for the 


srosecution to protest or Cisprovee 
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DR. MERKEL: I do not think that this has anything to do with the value 
of the evidence or whethor or not it has any value since the witnesses are 
open also to the examination of the Prosecution even more than they are to 
the cxamination of the Defense. Furthermore, the Prosecution has within its 
reach documents anà other mattors and if they want to (@isprove something they 
can do ite 

COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: The Affiant, Dr. Laube, was not in court as a wite 
ness, was he? 

MERKEL? Noe 
Mre MONNERA Thero is just the one point I would like to put into the 
recorde Until now all affidavits submitted by the Srosccution curing its 
own case could be challenged by the Defense either by asking for the author 
of the affidavit. le hove no possibility now according to the rules set up 
for the organizations to challenze the authors of those afPiderktn by cross= 
examination or written qucsticnnaircse 

DR. MERKEL: is far : t is concerned I do not think that this should 
in any way hamper the value of the evicence of this matter since we of the 
Defense dic not have anything to co with setting up the rules anc cannot make 
any decisions about ite I do not believe that thourh this fact that the 

ie of less valuc for the defense. 
TONE. TAYLO: Gestapo Affidavit No. 13 will be received and sub- 


TUISSLONe 


1+ I would like tc ent the already mentioned affidayvi 
Berrer.e It concerns itself with the arrest and punishment as well ag 

sening to « nesntration ermps of all mombers of the SD office in Magdeburg 
because of participation in the demonstrations of the 9th an? 10th of Novombe. 
This arrest was following a request of the Chief of tho Gestapo Office 

T.e CMDR: HAR IS: Jo hn e no objection to havine this documont trans- 


it beinr such a short one 
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DR. MERKEL: I do not think that this has anything to Co with the value 
of the evicence or whether or not it has any value since the witnesses are 
open also to the examination of the Prosecution even more than they are to 
the cxamination of the Defense. Furthermore, the Prosecution has within 
reach documents an? other matters and if they want to Jisprove something 
can do ite 

COMMISSIONER The Affiant, Dr. Laube, was not in court 


ness, was he? 


MONNERAY s re is just the one point I would like to put into the 
record. Until now all affidavits submitted by the frosecution during its 
own case could be challenged by the Defcnse either by asking for the author 
of the affidavit. Je have no possibility now according to tho rules set up 
for tho ormanizations to challenge the authors of those affidavits by cross- 
examination or written qucsticnnaircse 
DR. MERKEL: is far as that is concerned I do not think that this should 
in any way hamper the valuo of the evidence of this matter sincc wo of the 
Defonse Jid not have anything to do with setting up the rules anù cannot make 
any decisions about ite I do not believe that thourh this fact that the 
evictenco of less valuc for tho defonse. 
TAYLO: Gestapo affidavit Noe 13 will be received anà sub- 


UCAISS1ONe 


J4 I would like te prescnt the already mentioned affidavi 

Sarl Berger. It consorns itself with the arrest ani punishment as well as 
senting to < neontration camps of all mombers of the SD office in Mnrdeburg 

becnuse of pirtisipstion in the comonstrations of the 9th and 10th of Novembe: 

1938. This arrest was following a request of the Chicf of the Gestapo Office 
Te CMDR: HARTIS: |] a e no objection to having this cocumont trans- 


lated, it beinr such a 
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DR. MERKEL: 

The next phase I am comine to is the Ureanization, theo personnel com= 
position anc the gucstion of voluntary membership, anc. the setivity of the 
administration and executive offices of the Gestapos -is Yooument Gestapo Nas 

want to intro‘uce the affidavit of Karl Weiss., I congerns itself with 

members of the Bavarian Toliticesl Poliac in 1933 by the SD, 
prohibiting the mistreatment of prisoners at the Géstapo Office in 
matter of false Ges 9 officials and the cecree of Himmler to 


officials to the concentration camp Dachau 


between 


pressure of Party office®& upon the 
activity of the Gestapo and the results of refusal to carry out an official 
It woul’ be sufficient if the thines that have been outlined in the 
document would be considered as evidence. 
Ae MONNERAYs request eventually the translaticn of the 
following passages also; FPararranh 5 


5 and fararraph 6b. and I agree perfentl-: 


with the translation requested by defenso counsel of Noe le 


Very wolle 


a sworn affidavit by Bruno Rachfahl 
of the personnel of the Secret State 
cind of ecntinuins 

recalling of 


> 


may cortain mrko 


text Le GECE. 0 10: 15 1 n rilevit of Georg Schraclene It concerns 


itsclf with the rcneral basic principlos thot were used in hiring and firing 
of Gestano officials in the years 1941 to 1945. I concorns itsclf with the 
individual nersonnel groups of the Gestano from 1941 to 1945, which wore 


offices, administration officials, cxccutive officials, civil cmployees, 


roquired laborers, men commancecred from the “inffen-SS, members of the former 
3 


FZ) KR 
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Scoret Field Polices It also concerns itself with the requirement of secrete 
ness within the Gestapo and the knowledge of the Gestapo officials of crimes 
thet occurred within the organizations I believe that this document is rather 
important an? informative. I have marked a few passages but I think it would 
be advisable to have the entire document translated. Tho witness was personne 
chicf in the Criminal Folice from 1941 and was in the Reichs Security Main 
Office and therefore has a thorough indication of mttors there. 

‘Re MONNERAYs I would just like to call the attention of the Commissione 
to the fact that this Schracpel was in the Griminal Police until January 1944, 
He was dealing with the Criminel Polico, if I am right, until January 1944 and 
only cealing with the Gestapo from January 1944 on. 

DR. MERKEL: But the Criminal Police was on equal level, almost together — 
with the S curity Police and therefore I want to say that the witness is 
capable of explaining the personnel situation organized within the Gestapo. 

MR. MONNERY: Firstly, tho Criminal iolice is not indicated and secondly 
the afficavit itself says that within the RSHA the different branches were so 
isolated that nobody knew what wns going on with the neighbors, so I don't 
think that the affidavit is relevant. 

DR. MERKEL: Yes but from 1944 he wis Chief Supervisor of the Personnel 
Section of the Security Police and he was in the personnel office of the Main 
Office of the Security olico an? the Security Police is both the Criminal 
rolice an? the Gestapo. 

MA. MONNERAY: But he was a referant for personnel questions for the 
CRIDO and teh affidavit would be relevant only from January 1944 on. 


TN MT wy 
4th @ 2 REEL s 


I wuld be ready to just use this sworn affidavit for the 
time after January 1944 an? then I could get further sworn statements for the 
porioc before 1944, 

COLONEL NEAVE: Haven't you another witness who could cover the whole of 
this question? 

De MERKEL: No, I am sorry but it usually didn't happen that persons 
stayed for a number of yoars in the same office. 

COLONEL NEAVE: cll, Jr. Merkel, I surrest the following procedure in 


3 


regara to this affidavite Tho Commissi ners will take away and examine it and 
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they will inform you what parts they consider should be struck cute It scems 
to me that prior to January 1944 it is larrely irrolevant and I think it 
should be examined by tho Commission and the decision announcod at the next 
hcaring of your casce Docs the +roscecution arree? 

LT. CMDRs HARRIS and Mm. MONNERAY: Yes. 

COLONEL NEAVEs Before you so on, in rerard to the question of trans- 
lation, the best arrnancoment I find is for cefense counsel to list those he 
wants translated at the ond of the hearing and the Commissioners will then takc 
the “ocumcnts to the translation section and sce how it can be done. That of 
course applies to requests by the Prosecution as well. I sce that some have 
already been request by both sidese 

MONNERAYs Very ofton we agree on excerpts to be translated; then 
too we ask some time for certain passages to be translated which are of 


interest to use 


COLONEL NEAVE: The difficulty is the Yommission cannot always guarantee 


that the translation will be carricd out and therefore it must rest to a 
certcin extente 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: How many more do you have, Dr. Merkel? 
MERKEL: Only three more at this moment. Altogether I have about 
a maximum of sixtye 
COLONTL NELVE: Vo those cover points which have already been covered? 
“o thenew ones cover points which have already been covered by the 18 here? 


DR. MERKEL: 


f 4 
Leikin ot 


Some, yes, but most of them cover different points. 

COLONEL NEVE: ell what we did yesterday in the case of the SA iffi- 
Javits was to simply list those which were to bring un no new points to cover 
matters that had already been dealt with ond not to read summaries of them at 
all but simply to make a statement in the record that representative witnesses 
confirmed what had nlreacy been saide The originals, of courso, to be filed 
with the Gencral Secretarye But the decision as to whether that should be 
done in your case would depend entirely on how far it appears to the Commission 
that your additional affidavits are cumulative or note 

MERKEL: Ye have olronty discussed this point this morning in that 
it concerned itself with the affidavits which I introcuced to strengthen the 
statemont of the witness Dre Knochone 
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COLONEL NEAVE: I don't was to discuss it now. I merely say we may 
have to adopt that procedures ‘ce cannot decide on that question until the 
court has heard something. of the affidavits that arc comin-. 


* k 


Next is Yocumcnt GESTAPO Noe 19, sworn affidavit by Bernhard Rahe, which 
concerns itself with the separation between the administrative and the 
exceutive offices of the Gestapo, the separation in the administration bee 

personnel anl the economic offices. It also concerns itself with 


Seta! 


che matters of scerctness ani of the voluntary entry into the Gestapo. 


ok 


Next is Yocument GESTAPO Na, 20, sworn affidavit by arnold Krecklow, 
which also concerns the position of the administration officials in the 
ce, the title Cesignation for executive and administrative 
ficinls, the duties of tho police administration officials, the possibility 


participation of administration officials in the crimes of which the 


stano is accused. 


t document GES) N 21, affidavit of Walter Zirpins, concerns 
the porticiprnts in the cducation and training of the leadership 
the Security Police and that these men were mostly ordered to the 
Gestapo against the will of the Criminal Tolice. 
k k k k ok * œ 
That is all I have to presont for tuoeday. 
COMMISSIONER TAYLOR: Very wolle 
(A recess was takan until 1400 hours.) 
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"he foregoing is a true and correct transcript of thc examination of 


affilavits submitted by Dr. Merkel on 9 July 1946. 
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